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DETAILED ACTION 
Response to Arguments 

Applicant's arguments filed 7/13/07 have been fully considered but they are not 
persuasive. 

Page 7, last paragraph and page 8, first paragraph: 

In response to applicant's argument that the references fail to show certain 
features of applicant's invention, it is noted that the features upon which applicant relies 
(i.e., the details of the channel map given in the arguments) are not recited in the 
rejected claim(s). Although the claims are interpreted in light of the specification, 
limitations from the specification are not read into the claims. See In re Van Geuns, 988 
F.2d 1181, 26 USPQ2d 1057 (Fed. Cir. 1993). 

Specifically, the applicant shows why their "channel map" differs from what the 
examiner has cited to meet this limitation. In reviewing Hidary, the reference shows that 
data indicating what frequency the desired channel resides at is sent to the television. 
The examiner admits that this would not be considered a complete channel map, 
mapping all of the channels to their particular frequencies; it does meet the limitation for 
a single channel. 

Page 9, last paragraph: 

The applicant argues that a TV window is used to show the program, and not a 
separate TV. In column 8, lines 46-47 (and figure 4, parts 16 and 1 14) show that the 
computer and TV can be separate and therefore meet the limitation. 
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Page 1 1 , first paragraph: 

The applicant argues that the combination of Hidary and Bendinelli is not valid. 
As Hidary can perform the same action as Bendinelli (but just in a slightly different 
fashion, which is what Bendinelli is being used to teach) (Hidary: column 8, lines 54-57), 
the examiner feels that this combination is valid. 

Page 11, second paragraph: 

In response to applicant's argument that there is no suggestion to combine the 
references, the examiner recognizes that obviousness can only be established by 
combining or modifying the teachings of the prior art to produce the claimed invention 
where there is some teaching, suggestion, or motivation to do so found either in the 
references themselves or in the knowledge generally available to one of ordinary skill in 
the art. See In re Fine, 837 F.2d 1071. 5 USPQ2d 1596 (Fed. Cir. 1988)and In re 
Jones, 958 F.2d 347, 21 USPQ2d 1941 (Fed. Cir 1992). In this case, the reduction in 
developmental costs is a valid reason to combine as new technologies require 
development (which incurs costs) and it is in the company's best interest to keep the 
cost down. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 
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A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or in public 
use or on sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent in the United 
States. 

Claims 1-3, 7, 10-14, 17, 21, and 22 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as 
being anticipated by Hidary. 

Referring to claim 1, Hidary discloses a method for tuning a television appliance 
having a first screen for displaying data (figure 4, part 114) using an internet appliance 
having a second screen for displaying data (figure 4, part 16; column 8, lines 46-49), 
comprising: 

providing a program advertisement to said Internet appliance (column 8, lines 64- 
67; column 9, lines 1-2); 

providing channel map information to said Internet appliance which identifies a 
channel for a program advertised in said program advertisement (column 8, lines 61- 
64); 

displaying said program advertisement on said second screen on said Internet 
appliance (column 8, lines 46-49); 

selecting said advertised program via interaction with said program 
advertisement (column 8, lines 64-67; column 9, lines 1-2); 

communicating a tune command to said television appliance from said Internet 
appliance (column 8, lines 64-67; column 9, lines 1-2); 

tuning said television appliance to said channel in response to said tune 
command (column 8, lines 64-67; column 9, lines 1-2); and 
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performing a first action in response to tuning to said cliannel (column 8, lines 
46-49). 

Referring to claim 2, Hidary discloses a method in accordance with claim 1, 
further comprising: creating said tune command for said advertised program based on 
said channel map information (column 8, lines 64-67; column 9, lines 1-2). 

Referring to claim 3, Hidary discloses a method in accordance with claim 1, 
wherein said television appliance comprises one of a television (column 8, lines 46-49), 
a digital video recorder, a videocassette recorder, a personal versatile recorder, or a 
set-top terminal. 

Referring to claim 7, Hidary discloses a method in accordance with claim 1, 
wherein: said program advertisement Is provided to the Internet appliance via an 
external communication network (column 8, lines 19-24); and said channel map 
information is provided to the Internet appliance by a system operator (column 5, lines 
53-55). 

Referring to claim 10, Hidary discloses a method in accordance with claim 1, 
wherein said advertisement comprises a hypertext markup language (HTML) link 
(column 8, lines 64-67; column 9, lines 1-2). 
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Referring to claim 1 1 , Hidary discloses a method in accordance with claim 10, 
wherein said HTML link includes a channel identifier from said channel map 
corresponding to the program identified in said advertisement (column 8, lines 64-67; 
column 9, lines 1-2). 

Referring to claim 12, Hidary discloses a method in accordance with claim 11, 
wherein said tune command comprises said channel identifier (column 8, lines 64-67; 
column 9, lines 1-2). 

Referring to claim 13, Hidary discloses a method in accordance with claim 1, 
wherein said advertisement is provided to said internet appliance via the use of an 
internet protocol datagram (column 8, lines 64-67; column 9, lines 1-2). 

Referring to claim 14, Hidary discloses a method in accordance with claim 1, 
wherein said datagram is constructed using hypertext transfer protocol (HTTP) (column 
8, lines 64-67; column 9, lines 1-2). 

Referring to claim 17, Hidary discloses a method in accordance with claim 1, 
wherein the first action is displaying interactive web pages on said second screen on 
said internet appliance which relate to said advertised program (column 8, lines 64-67; 
column 9, lines 1-2). 
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Referring to claim 21, Hidary discloses a method in accordance with claim 1, 
wherein said Internet appliance comprises one of a wireless web pad, a personal 
computer (column 8, lines 46-49), or a web-enabled personal digital assistant. 

Referring to claim 22, Hidary discloses a method in accordance with claim 1, 
wherein the program advertisement comprises a targeted advertisement directed to one 
of a specific viewer or group of viewers (column 6, lines 53-58). 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

Claim 6 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Hidary in 

view of Bendinelli. 

Referring to claim 6, Hidary does not disclose a method in accordance with claim 
1 , wherein the channel map information is provided from the television appliance to the 
Internet appliance. 

Bendinelli discloses a method in accordance with claim 1, wherein the channel 
map information is provided from the television appliance to the Internet appliance 
(figure 4. parts 102, 106. and 110). 
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At the time of the invention it would have been obvious for one of ordinary skill in 
the art to add delivering the URL to the computer from the STB as taught by Bendinelli 
to the method disclosed by Hidary. The motivation would have been to lower the 
processing power required by the computer by only passing the URL, and not the 
television signal, to the computer. 

Claim 8 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Hidary in 
view of Nguyen. 

Referring to claim 8, Hidary does not disclose a method in accordance with claim 
1. wherein said television appliance either (i) includes a cable modem, or (ii) is 
associated with a cable modem. 

Nguyen discloses a method in accordance with claim 1, wherein said television 
appliance either (i) includes a cable modem, or (ii) is associated with a cable modem 
(paragraph 26, lines 3-12; paragraph 46, lines 12-14). 

At the time of the invention it would have been obvious for one of ordinary skill in 
the art to add the cable modem taught by Nguyen to the method disclosed by Hidary. 
The motivation would have been to enable the user to browse the Internet on the 
television, as well as the computer. 

Claim 9 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Hidary in 
view of Nguyen as applied to claim 8 above, and further in view of Ekkel. 



Application/Control Number: 10/016.345 Page 9 

Art Unit: 2623 

Referring to claim 9, Hidary discloses a method in accordance with claim 8, 
wherein said selected program channel map information is communicated from the 
Internet appliance to the television appliance (column 8, lines 64-67; column 9, lines 1- 
2). 

Hidary and Nguyen do not disclose a method wherein the communication is 
performed via the cable modem. 

Ekkel discloses a method wherein the communication is performed via the cable 
modem (paragraph 7). 

At the time of the invention it would have been obvious for one of ordinary skill in 
the art to add the cable modem communication taught by Ekkel to the method disclosed 
by Hidary and Nguyen. The motivation would have been to enable the use of a 
common protocol that is well known in the art to cut down on developmental costs. 

Claim 15 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Hidary. 

Referring to claim 15, Hidary does not disclose a method in accordance with 
claim 1 , wherein said advertisement appears on said second screen on said internet 
appliance as a pop-up advertisement. 

The examiner takes Official Notice that it would have been notoriously well 
known in the art to use a pop-up advertisement to display a website. 

At the time of the invention it would have been obvious for one of ordinary skill in 
the art to use a pop-up advertisement to display the web information disclosed in 
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Hidary. The motivation would have been that a pop-up advertisement has more 
visibility than a single link in a webpage and would more likely be noticed by a user. 

Claim 16 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Hidary in 
view of Reichardt. 

Referring to claim 16, Hidary does not disclose a method in accordance with 
claim 1 , wherein said advertisement is targeted for display on a specific location on the 
second screen on the Internet appliance. 

Reichardt discloses a method in accordance with claim 1, wherein said 
advertisement is targeted for display on a specific location on the second screen on the 
Internet appliance (paragraph 93, lines 4-13; figure 9a, box 108). 

At the time of the invention it would have been obvious for one of ordinary skill in 
the art to add the positioned advertisement taught by Reinhardt to the method disclosed 
by Hidary. The motivation would have been to enable the ad to be placed in a familiar 
place that the user would know to look for, making the ad more visible. 

Claims 18 and 19 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Hidary in view of Lortz. 

Referring to claim 18, Hidary does not disclose a method in accordance with 
claim 1 , wherein the action is setting a recording device to record said advertised 
program. 
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Lortz discloses a method in accordance with claim 1, wherein the action is setting 
a recording device to record said advertised program (column 5, lines 41-42, 48-50, and 
57-62). 

At the time of the invention it would have been obvious for one of ordinary skill in 
the art to add the video recording taught by Lortz to the system disclosed by Hidary. 
The motivation would have been to enable the STB to record the television program 
when the user was reading an article on the linked website, therefore stopping the user 
from missing the program. 

Referring to claim 19, Hidary does not disclose a method in accordance with 
claim 18, wherein said recording device is one of a digital video recorder associated 
with said television appliance, a personal versatile recorder system integrated into said 
television appliance, or a video cassette recorder. 

Lortz discloses a method in accordance with claim 18, wherein said recording 
device is one of a digital video recorder associated with said television appliance, a 
personal versatile recorder system Integrated into said television appliance (figure 3, 
part 20), or a video cassette recorder. 

At the time of the invention it would have been obvious for one of ordinary skill in 
the art to add the video recording taught by Lortz to the system disclosed by Hidary. 
The motivation would have been to enable the STB to record the television program 
when the user was reading an article on the linked website, therefore stopping the user 
from missing the program. 
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Claim 20 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Hidary in 
view of Ekkel. 

Referring to claim 20, Hidary does not disclose a method in accordance with 
claim 1 , where said television appliance and said internet appliance communicate via 
one of (1) an infrared link, or (ii) an RF link. 

Ekkel discloses a method in accordance with claim 1 , where said television 
appliance and said internet appliance communicate via one of (i) an infrared link, or (ii) 
an RF link (paragraph 7). 

At the time of the invention it would have been obvious for one of ordinary skill in 
the art to add the RF communication taught by Ekkel to the method disclosed by Hidary 
and Nguyen. The motivation would have been to enable the use of a common protocol 
that is well known in the art to cut down on developmental costs. 
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